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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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2a)P This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under £x parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-41 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-41 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 01 Auoust 2005 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This communication is responsive to the amendment filed on August 1 , 2005. 
Accordingly, claims 36 - 41 have been added and claims 1 - 41 are currently pending in 
this application. In light of further reading, Examiner has withdrawn the objection to 
claims 5, 14, 34 and 35 as being allowable. New grounds of rejection have been 
provided and are moot. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. It is unclear as to which peripheral unit is being referenced in 
the limitation "a peripheral unit for use in a communications network which also includes 
a peripheral unit, the central unit being connected by a first link to the peripheral unit..." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 
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2. Claims 1-6, 8-13, 15, 17-30, 32-35 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Mahany (US 5,960,344). 

Regarding claims 1, 5, 10, 19, 26, 34 and 35, Mahany teaches a communication 
network (Fig. 3) comprising a central unit (host computer, connected to the LAN in Fig. 

3, not shown), a first peripheral unit (access point 35) and a second peripheral unit 
(access point 36); the central unit being connected by a first link (the link extending from 
element 37) to the first peripheral unit and by a second link (the link extending from 
element 41 ) to the second peripheral unit, the communication network further comprises 
means for providing a radio link (30) between first peripheral unit and the second 
peripheral unit (see Fig. 3; coL 7, lines 5-22, 30-33); means for providing communication 
between the central unit and the second peripheral unit over the radio link upon failure 
of the second link (col. 7, lines 30-48); wherein one of the central unit, and the first 
peripheral unit determines whether traffic and/or control information is to be rerouted 
from the second link to the first link (col. 7, lines 33-37; the access point (peripheral unit) 
makes the determination via its CPU). 

Regarding claims 2, 11, 20 and 27, Mahany further teaches rerouting traffic carried 
over the second link to the radio link and the first link (col. 7, lines 30-48). 
Regarding claims 3, 12, 21 and 28, Mahany further teaches providing control 
information concerning the second link, to the radio link and the first link (col. 7, lines 
42-48). 

Regarding claims 4, 13, 22 and 29, Mahany further teaches providing fault localization 
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information concerning the failure of the second link to the radio link and the first link 
(col. 7, lines 45-48). 

Regarding claims 6, 15 and 30, Mahany further teaches the central unit, the first 
peripheral unit and second peripheral unit as nodes of the communication network (Fig. 
3). 

Regarding claims 8, 17, 24 and 32, Mahany further teaches the central unit, first 
peripheral unit and second peripheral unit comprising portions of a distributed radio 
base station node of a radio access telecommunications network (col. 4, lines 36-48), 
Regarding claims 9, 18, 25 and 33, Mahany further teaches the central unit comprising 
data processing and control functions of the distributed radio base station node 
(Examiner takes official notice that it is well known in the art for a central unit/host 
computer to perform data processing and control functions). 

Regarding claim 23, Mahany further teaches the peripheral unit as a base station of a 
radio access telecommunications network (col. 4, lines 40-42). 
Regarding claim 37, Mahany further teaches the apparatus of claim 10, wherein the 
first peripheral unit makes the determination whether traffic and/or control information is 
to be rerouted from the second link to the first link (col, 7, lines 33-37; the access point 
(peripheral unit) makes the determination via its CPU). 



r 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 7, 16 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mahany (US 5,960,344) in view of Costa et al. (US 6,668,170). 

Regarding claims 7, 16 and 31, Mahany teaches the communication network as a 
radio access telecommunications network (col. 2, lines 11-26), wherein the first 
peripheral unit is the first base station and the second peripheral unit is the second base 
station (col. 4, lines 40-42). Mahany does not disclose the host computer as a radio 
network control node (RNC). 

However, Costa teaches an RNC in communication with base stations (nodes B) 
in a mobile radio network (Fig. 1; col. 2, lines 22-34). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to include an 
RNC node as the host computer in Mahan/s system, for the purpose of providing 
signaling information between the RNC and the base stations. 



3. Claims 14, 36 and 38 - 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mahany (US 5,960,344). 
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Regarding claim 14, Mahany teaches a CPU making a determination of whetlner traffic 
and/or control information is to be rerouted from the second link to the first link (col. 7, . 
lines 33-37). 

Mahany fails to explicitly disclose the central unit making the determination. 
However, it would have been obvious for the CPU within a central unit to determine the 
rerouting of traffic and/or control information, since the determination process is capable 
of being distributed to the CPU of a central unit, in order to reroute the traffic and/or 
control information from the peripheral unit. 

Regarding claims 36, 38, 39, Mahany teaches determining whether traffic and/or 
control information is to be rerouted from the second link to the first link. 

Mahany fails to explicitly disclose the determination involving checking capacity 
of the first peripheral unit and the first radio link. 

However, it would have been obvious to check the capacity of the first peripheral 
unit and the first radio link, so as to conclude whether or not the first peripheral unit and 
first radio link is capable of supporting the traffic and/or control information from the 
second peripheral unit. 

Regarding claim 40, Mahany teaches the same limitations described in the rejection of 
claim 14. 

Mahany fails to explicitly disclose the determination involving checking capacity 
of the first peripheral unit and the first radio link. 

However, it would have been obvious to check the capacity of the first peripheral 
unit and the first radio link, so as to conclude whether or not the first peripheral unit and 



Application/Control Number: 09/920,333 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2667 

first radio link is capable of supporting the traffic and/or control information from the 
second peripheral unit. 

Regarding claim 41, Mahany teaches the first peripheral unit making the determination 
of whether traffic and/or control information is to be rerouted from the second link to the 
first link (col. 7, lines 33-37). 

Mahany fails to explicitly disclose the determination involving checking capacity 
of the first peripheral unit and the first radio link. 

However, it would have been obvious to check the capacity of the first peripheral 
unit and the first radio link, so as to conclude whether or not the first peripheral unit and 
first radio link is capable of supporting the traffic and/or control information from the 
second peripheral unit. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rhonda Murphy whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3185. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chi Pham can be reached on (571) 272-3179. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Rhonda Murphy 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2667 
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